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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 



1. ^ The amendment filed on 23 July 2009 under 37 CFR 1.312 has been considered, and has been: 

a) □ entered. 

b) □ entered as directed to matters of form not affecting the scope of the invention. 

c) □ disapproved because the amendment was filed after the payment of the issue fee. 

Any amendment filed after the date the issue fee is paid must be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 1 .31 3(c)(1 ) 
and the required fee to withdraw the application from issue. 

d) ^ disapproved. See explanation below. 

e) □ entered in part. See explanation below. 

The applicant argues that the amendment as proposed claims the full scope of the invention and does not require further 
search and/or consideration by the examiner because the claim still requires the locking cams to lock the cartridge to the 
track and that the prior art of record does not show the limitations as prosposed. First, the examiner would like to note that 
the limitation as proposed was never provided during the prosecution of the applicant, which is why the limitation as 
proposed would require further search and/or consideration. The limitations directed to the mechanism that locks the 
cartridge to the advancement gun was first introduced in the amendment filed on 03/19/2008, wherein claim 21 included a 
broad means for limitation directed to a removable mount for the cartridge and track, and claim 22 further limited the means 
for limitation to include locking cams on the cartridge and pivotable latches on the advancement gun. Claim 21 was rejected 
by the examiner in the office action mailed 07/29/2008 and claim 22 was objected to as being allowable if written in 
independent form including all the limitations of the base claim and intervening claims. The limitation as proposed was never 
considered during the prosecution of the application because the claims never included the limitation as proposed. 
Therefore, the claim as proposed would require further search and/or consideration and will not be entered by the examiner. 
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